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motion add to the international obligations of other
states. But it may be shown conclusively that a general
international agreement would be required in order to
confer the status of neutrality upon the canal; and it is
certain that no such agreement has been effected up to
the present time (August, 1885), though several attempts
have been made to obtain one. To do M. de Lesseps
justice, it must be admitted that his contention was put
forward more as a convenient controversial missile to
throw at Great Britain, when in 1882 she seized the canal
in spite of his protests, than as a serious doctrine of un-
doubted validity. But nevertheless, so great is his in-
fluence abroad, that it is necessary to demonstrate the
falsity of the theory that the canal has been from the
beginning a neutral passage, lest we should find it hurled
in our teeth by continental writers, whenever we have
occasion to make any proposals or take any action in-
compatible with its acknowledgment. Whatever may
be our views with regard to the desirability of neutralizing
the canal, we may take for granted that at present it has
not been neutralized.

Putting aside then as altogether baseless the views
. which have been advocated for a special purpose by
M. de Lesseps, we find two other theories commanding
a certain amount of support. On the one hand it has
been argued that the canal is in the same legal position
as a narrow natural strait connecting two open seas1;
and on the other hand .a great deal of reasoning with
regard to it has been based upon the assumption that it
is an internal waterway, under the complete control of
the local sovereign, except in so far as his rights may

1 See Article by Professor Holland in the Fortnightly Review, July,
1883.